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398 and note. However, courts 
have generally refused to ex- 
tend the immunity to state- 


ments made in clear absence of 
all jurisdiction. Bradley vy. Fish- 
er, (187 13 Wall. (U.S.) 335, 
357, 20 L. Ed. 646; Odgers, Libel 


and Slander (5th ed. 1911) p. 
234; Newell, Slander and Libel 
(3rd ed. 1914) sec. 520, p. 517. 


Unless a judge’s acts are in the 
exercise of a judicial function, 
they are not absolutely privi- 
leged. Lange v. Benedict, (1878) 
73 N. Y. 12, 25, 26, 29 Am. Rep. 
80; Francis v. Branson, (1933) 
168 Okla. 24, 29, 31 P. (2d) 870. 
Likewise, absolute privilege of 
legislators is confined to state- 
ments made in performing a 
legislative function. Field, Privi- 
Legislators, (1925) 
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Demonstrations of Pre-Trial 
Procedure at the American 
Bar Association Meeting 


A feature of the American Bar 
Association meeting, on Septem- 
ber 12, which it is believed will 
be of great interest to lawyers 
and judges, will consist of dem- 
onstrations actual pre-trial 
federal and state 
court judges under the auspices 
the Section of Judicial Ad- 
ministration and Judge John J. 
Parker’s Committee on the Im- 
provement the Administra- 
tion of Justice. Judge Alfred P. 
Murrah, of the United States 
Circuit Court of Appeals for the 
Tenth Circuit, who used pre- 
trial extensively during the time 
he was a district judge in Okla- 
homa, will conduct the first pre- 
}trial. He will be followed by 
Judge Joseph A. Moynihan, of 
|Detroit, Presiding Circuit Judge 
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ton, New Jersey. Those ap- 
plicants applying to take the 
attorneys’ examination must 
post their Notice of Intention 
in the Office of the Clerk of 
the New Jersey Supreme 
Court at Trenton at least two 
months prior to October 19, 
1944. 
State Board Of 
Bar Examiners. 


Bills Of Particulars And 


Interrogatories 





By William S. Gurkin 


The practice relating to bills 
of particulars and interrogator- 
ies has long been a source of 
confusion and annoyance to 
members of the bar. The writer 
believes that this condition is 
mainly caused by the confusion 
resulting from some of our court 
decisions concerning them, es- 
specially bills of particulars. It 
may be particularly apropos at 
this time to discuss said practice, 
that perhaps those whose 
task it will be to draft new court 
rules of practice if the proposed 
constitution is adopted may take 
heed and hence clarify the prac- 
tice by unambiguous and com- 
plete rules on the subject. 

To properly understand the 
practice relating to bills of par- 
ticulars it is first necessary to 
ascertain their purpose. In the 
early Supreme Court case of 
Watkins v. Cope, 84 NJ.L. 143, 
the court observed the distinc- 
tion between bills of particulars 
and interrogatories and declared 
that the latter may not be made 
to perform the function of a de- 
mand for particulars; that the 
right to demand the latter exists 
at common law in both contract 
and tort cases, and this right 
was not abrogated by the Prac- 
tice Act; and that “a bill of par- 
ticulars is appropriate in all de- 
scriptions of actions where the 
circumstances are such that jus- 
tice demands that a _ party 
should be apprised of the mat- 
ters for which he is to be put 
for trial with greater particular- 
ity than is required by the rules 
of the pleading.” This definition 
is very broad, and if accepted 
literally would permit a demand 
at any time before trial in any 
kind of case. It should be noted 
that it also implies that the pur- 
pose of the demand is to inform 
the demanding party of what 
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Integration Plan Is Being 
Considered By Arkansas 
High Court 


Rock, Ark., 
An integration proposai, under 
whi members of the Bar of 
isas would be required to 
join the Arkansas Bar Associa- 
tion, has been taken under ad- 
the State Supreme 


Little (CCNS) 


visement Dy 
Court. 

The proposal was submitted to 
the court by J. D. Head of Tex- 
arkana, J. F. Loughborough of 
Little Rock and Abe Collins of 
De Queen, members of a com- 
mittee representing the Associ- 
ation, who said the court was 
empowered to integrate the Bar 
under the state constitution, 
which provides: “The Supreme 
Court shall make rules regulat- 
ing the practice of law and the 


professional conduct of attor- 
neys at law.” 
Court members suggested it 


might be advisable to poll law- 
yers on the proposal. The Bar 
association has only about 500 
members, while approximately 
2,000 lawyers are licensed in the 
state. More than 400 are in the 














armed forces. 


matters he may be required to 
meet at the trial. 

The next outstanding case is 
that of Dixon v. Swenson, 101 
N.J.L. 22. That was a case on 
contract to recover a fee for 
legal services performed, and 
before answer filed defendant, 
having previously demanded and 
having been served with partic- 
ulars which he deemed insuffici- 
ent, served plaintiff with a notice 
of a motion for more specific 
particulars. On the day following 
the giving of such notice, the de- 
fendant filed his answer, and 
plaintiff forthwith filed his re- 
ply, bringing the cause to issue. 
The Supreme Court held that as 
the common law rule and prac- 
tice had been that the demand 
must be made before answer is 
filed, the filing of an answer by 
defendant was tantamount to a 
waiver of further particulars, 
and that such was still the prac- 
tice under the statute; and the 
reason for the rule is given in 
the statement of the court on 
page 26, 1s follows: 

“The history of our statutory 

legislation on the subject of 

bills of particulars in cases up- 
on contract down from the 

year 1799, emphasizes and il- 

lustrates that the function of 

a bill of particulars was none 


other than to furnish the 
pleader with information so 
that he would be enabled to 


frame his pleading in defense 
or reply. As rule 18 declares 
that bills of particulars may be 
ordered as heretofore, the 
plain meaning of this language 
is, that the practice prevailing 
relating to the ordering of bills 
of particulars before the stat- 
ute of 1912 shall remain un- 
disturbed.” 

The court further says on page 
al: 

“It is proper to observe here 
that no hardship enures to the 
defendant in the _ circum- 
stances of the present case, 
for the plaintiff will be limit- 
ed in his proof to the bill of 
particulars, as furnished, and 
may not go beyond it.” 

These statements of the court 
do not actually add another pur- 
pose for particulars, but merely 
imply that the effect of the par- 
ticulars submitted is to limit the 
plaintiffs proof thereto. 

In the case of Hopper v. Gill- 
ett, 6 N. J. Misc. 63, defendant 
was sued for medical malprac- 
tice, and before answering he 
demanded particulars, and it 
was held that demand for par- 
ticulars from plaintiff was prop- 
er where the deinand was: 

1. For disclosure of name of 
physician required to treat the 
plaintiff for injuries allegedly 
resulting from the malpractice 
of defendant; and 

2. For a statement as to ex- 
penses incurred and to whom in- 
curred for such medical care. 

The reasoning of the court is 
found on page 65 where it quotes 
Justice Parker, and which we 
quote: 

“Tf the function of a bill of 

particulars was confined in a 
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RECENT OPINION DIGEST 





ompetency to execute 
J is a presumption of law 
the right of testamentary 


sition may be exercised 





a witness who corroborated 
of Mr. Bauers testimony, to 
prepare his will and had direct- 


of 


all 


jed that the entire residuary es- 


ne of low mental capacity. | 
of competency relates to| Mr. Bauer had reminded him of 


time of the execution of 


will and burden of show- | 


incompetency is on 


estants. 


, of one charged with 
ng exercised undue influ- 
cannot be 
<; successfully contradict- 
, discredited by other evi- 
e 
re one occupying relation 
ust prepares will for test- 
and benefits thereunder, 
zen is On him to show he 
yised no undue influence. 
‘ed from an opinion by 


nder 




















the |t 
| affairs: 
— EVIDENCE — Testi- | 


to test 


disregarded | 





ice 








tate go to 


Mr. Bauer, even after 
that he was en- 
that he had up 
) that time transacted his own 
on the following 
will was brought 
d read to him, he 
the witnesses and 
with them: that he 
approval of each 
paragraph of the will and exe- 
tuted it; that thereafter and 
until his death he was rational 
and coherent except “at times”. 
It is also shown that he stated 
his reasons for the nature of 
his bequests and expressed him- 
lf vehemently against his re- 


relatives: 


tirely coherent: 


nis 


that 
the 


tor an 


day when 


ritn 
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Bills Of Particulars 


(Continued from page 1) 
case of this character to the 
enabling the defendant to 
make suitable answer, I 
should be disposed to ruYe that 
as these inquiries go solely to 
the measure of damages, and 
not to the fundamental ques- 
tion of liability, the defendant 
would not be entitled to have 
them answered; but the rule I 
believe to be otherwise. The 
bill of particulars has the two- 
fold effect of informing the 
defendant with relation to the 
details of the plaintiffs’ case 
with a view of preparation of a 
proper pleading in reply to the 
complaint, and also of limiting 
the plaintiffs’ proof on the 
trial as well as apprising the 
defendant what is proposed to 


of 


a 


8) 














5. Defendant’s demand for 
itemized statement of disburse- 
ments and incurred by 
plaintiff becaues of injury was 
too broad. 

6. Detendant was entitled to 
Particulars as to plaintiff’s in- 
terest in automobile and auto- 
mobile’s make, type, and model 


losses 
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r ¥. O. re d June 29, | latives Exhibits of notes, be set up (in this case by way 
: J. Prerogative Court. In|memos, and checks made by of consequential damages), to 
yf the Estate of Jul-|testator just prior to the mak- the end that the defendant 
yy appellant, Bauer: jing of the will are also present- may prepare a proper de- 
& Nugent (John Drewen|/ed and it is testified he had fense.”’ 
1S¢ For Heim et al:|made a previous will, revoked it Here our own Supreme Court 
M ell four years earlier, and discussed | confuses the purpose of the bill 
insel). For Irma|making a new will from that] with its effect. Certainly the ef- 
al: Kenneth J.|time on. fect of its purpose is to limit the 
Constantine Donato. The contestants’ evidence is proof of the plaintiff to what- 
irdner: Otto E. Rie-|that on various occasions, prior} oyer he discloses in his bill. but 
For Charles/to and after the execution Of|tnis cannot properly be said to 
Cyrus W. Lunn. For|the will testator was not ra-|pe another purpose of the bill. 
egenbrodt Jacob)tio and was either mute or Nevertheless. it can be observed 
| tely irrational. The test-| that here the court actually was 
- >|} contestants’ is fre-| enjarging the scope of a bill of 
d que at variance with otner particulars. 
cs - ane 5G Sk DOES CREPE Subsequently, in Molnar v. Hil- 
‘The court reviews all of the|%brecht Ice Cream Co., 110 N.J. 
a a L. 246, the Court of Errors and 
is t the case and finds ts tage ope: mei 
ver $80,000, to his|that the credible evidence ad- |“PP&@!s Cen ed the purpose of a 
sellor, Frederick |duced in favor of competency bill of particulars. It said: 
Bauer is an at-| weighs the evidence adduced| ‘The purpose of a bill of par- 
9 standing and by e contestants to the con- ticulars is to inform the party 
yf the v an rary seeking the information § so 
esta The On e question of undue in- that he may be in a position to 
kec 1e ground/fluence, the court finds Mr adequately answer the previ- 
was over 90, was|Bauer occupied some relation of ous pleading.” 
and on the ground | tri and confidence with the In the case of Cantor v. Pub- 
3 rcised due -|testator and the burden is|lic Service lway Co., 10 N. J. 
therefore cast on Mr. Bauer to] Misc. 1285, the Supreme Court in 
execute a W s] by the burden of proof}an automobile accident case 
law and the at he executed no influence | held that: 
f 1. Defendant was not entitled 
ig a particulars as to the fact and 
te length of plaintiff’s confinement 
Mr. Bauer’s | to bed and house because of in- 
, disregarded | iry, as not necessary for pre-| 
q r tt have been ation S Case 
testator’s | s yntradicted or dis- 2. Defenda1 vas not entitled 
itest- dited other evidence ) k how long plain tiff was 
:) uined b i ot bee done. His | prevented ym earning money 
f r eviden s of |} kecause of accident as not neces- 
behalf di of iO! reparation of its case 
t tat d 1e the | especial plaintiff did no 
) his family ) he corroboration there- | seek damag ¢ ! of earn- 
n friendl and the facts adduced on | ings 
f them hat |b ides, show that the be- 3. Defends was not entitled 
nd Mr. | quest cam e as su se to hi lars showing expenses 
S id th Mr C there was ) undue cians bills and medi- 
his inse l It is court's con-|/¢ yt necessary for pre- 
t as fé g 10n ] € as tully § ne se 
had inst1 - |tained burden placed on| i s not e ed 
5 the presence |him hether plantiff as 
f "€ cured injuries sus- 
ained as not necessary for pre- 
paration of s case; such in- 
formation being obtainable by 
physical ation of plain-| 
N suecessfully serving the tiff and plaintiff probably would 
eds of our customers for many years. we have be unable to answer the ques- 
. : tion because required expert 
i the efficient help of numerous attorneys. EC 





where plaintiff sought damage 
for same. 

7. Defendant was not entitled 
to particulars as to price plain- 
tiff paid for automobile, alleged- 
ly demolished, as to whether it 
was new or.old when purchased, 
and as to who répaired same and 
costs of repairs. 

8. Particulars may be ordered 
even after answer filed depend- 
ing upon the circumstances of 
the case. 

Another leading case is Billy v. 
Tartarsky, 11 N. J. Misc. 184. 
That was an automobile collision 
case based on the alleged negli- 


gence of the defendant. The 
court starting on page 184 as- 
serts: 


“The questions in dispute rais- 
ed on this motion have been 
the cause of a great many sim- 
ilar motions. There seems to 
exist an opinion among many 
members of the bar that the 
sole purpose of a bill of partic- 
ulars is to furnish the pleader 
with information so that he 
may be enabled to frame his 
pleadings in defense or in reply. 
That this was its origin and 
primary purpose I do _ not 
doubt. But the scope of in- 
quiry by bill of particulars has, 
however, been considerably en- 
larged, and the enlarged scope 
approved by our Supreme 

Court.” 

The court further quotes from 
the case of Jonathan v. Bowers, 
69 N.J.L. 544, as follows: 

“But the bill of particulars 

limits and defines for the pur- 

pose of the trial, the scope of 
the plaintiff's claim.” 

However, a reading of that 
clearly indicates that the 
court was considering the ques- 
tion as to the bill being eviden- 
tial against the plaintiff, and so 
the court was really discussing 
the effect of the bill, not its pur- 
pose. Then the Billy v. Tartal- 
sky case concludes that the first 


case 


object of the bill is to permit the} 


defendant to properly plead to 
plaintiff's complaint; secondly, 
to inform the defendant of what 
is proposed to be set up at the 
trial so that defendant may be 
prepared to meet the proof; and 
thirdly to obtain particulars of 


items of damage so that plain- 
tiff may be limited to same in 
his proof. The court held that 
the defendant was: 


1. Entitled to particulars of al- 
leged negligence where the com- 


plaint failed to set them forth 
wit h respect to improper lights. 


2. Entitled to 


the nati 


particulars con- 


cerning ire and tempor- 


ary character of the injuries, in 
order to limit plaintiff in his 
proof and to enable defendant 
to prepare his own case for trial 
by meeting such proof. 

3. Entitled to particulars dis- 
closing name of hospital an 
da plaintiff’s confinement 
he and disclosing further 
permanent injuries, manner in 





which plaintiff was disabled, 
name and address of plaintiff’s 
employer, salary received from 
employer, and disability period 
for the reasons given in the 
opinion summarized above. 

4. Not entitled to names and 
addresses of physicians treating 
the plaintiff, and number of 
treatments, as professional 
ethics would restrain doctor 
from disclosing such informa- 
tion to one hostile to his patient 


and because not necessary to 
prepare his case if defendant 


knew the amount of charges. 

5. Entitled to itemized state- 
ments covering hospital, medi- 
cal, nursing, and other expenses, 
except those beyond expenses in 
care and treatment, but not to 
name of hospital, doctor, nurse, 
or druggist involved, as the lat- 
ter do not tend to limit proof 
as to expenditures. 

After a perusal of the Billy 
case and the Cantor case, the 
reader will find himself quite 
puzzled. The Billy case was de- 
cided in 1933 and the Cantor 
case in 1923, but the court ig- 
nores the latter case which is 
not mentioned in the opinien. 
It is clear that in some respects 
the two cases are irreconcilable. 

In Wigler v. Public Service Co- 
ordinated Transport Co., 10 NJ. 
Misc. 1077, a common pleas 
court decision, the court said: 

“No rule can be found with 
which to measure the propri- 
ety of granting bills of partic- 
ulars. Each case must stand by 
itself and, on its own individ- 
ual merits, must appeal to the 
discretion of the court.” 

In the case of Wolfson v. Mills, 
112 N.J.L. 1, decided by the Su- 


preme Court in 1933, the court 
said: 
“The bill of particulars has 


the two-fold effect of inform- 
ing defendant with relation to 
the details of plaintiff’s case, 
with a view of preparation of a 
proper pleading in reply to the 
complaint, and also of limit- 
ing plaintiff’s proot at the 
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ER OF $ Of Particulars when, and who were present. As 
to number 2, whether the ac- 
on’s positigfli-ontinued from page 3) tions of plaintiff as to alleged 
when Pr : Wwalver were in writing, and if so 
an al as well as apprising de-|to furnish a copy, and, if not in 
‘tee : p da »f what plaintiff pro-| writing, to disclose what such 
Ent set vp, to the end that] action consisted of, when made, 
ndant may prepare ajto whom directed, where made 
in Group er defense ts primary | and who were present when such 
» tendel is not to expose a acts were done. As to number 3, 
vith J a s evidence to his adver-| to disclose the circumstances be- 
7 Libt Se put to amplify the plead- | yond control. 
36 and indicate, with more| The court held citing Watkins 
are a larity than is ordinar-|y. Cope, supra that either party 
Calif equired in a formal plead- }can be ordered in a proper case 
Presi the nature of the claim|to furnish particulars, and this 
tlm order that surprise | includes the amplification of an 
ae trial may be avoided, | answer or of any affirmative de- 
1 the issue more intelligent- | fense set up therein, where the 
il pris may be required for | information is not equally or ex- 
doptec se Of giving definite | clusively within the knowledge 
se of 1 m as to a claim!of the demanding party. There- 
q ent an adversary in re- fore, the court said that the de- 
of D any material fact at| mand for particulars as to num- 


It limits and defines, 
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ker 1 above because 





























papers, or their copies, as the 
right to inspect books or records 


must be procured by a special 
order of the court (Walters v. Fi- 
delity Trust Co. 65 NJ.L. 130; 

Buermann Morris, ~ NW. 
Misc. 811). 

In Hoper v. William P. Lay- 
tham & Son Co., Inc., 125 NJ. 
Eq. 454, citing several decisions 
at law as well as in equity for its 
support, the court said: 

“It is now well settled that the 

function of a bill of particu- 

lars is to secure a discovery of 


¥. 


an opponent’s case with a 
greater degree of particularity 


than is disclosed by his plead- 
ings. While it may not be em- 
ployed as a means of compell- 
ing a discosure of an adver- 
sary’s evidence, nevertheless a 
bill of particulars may be used 
for the purpose of requiring 





the party to ' n it is direct- 
ed to give relative 


intlormation r 


to his case not only for the 
purpose of enabling his op- 
ponent to prepare a proper 
pleading reply, but also for 
the purpose of limiting his 
own proof at the trial, as wel 
as apprising his adversary of 
what proposed to be set up 
to the end that the latter may 


properly prepare his 


thereto.” 


Thus, it is gleaned from the 
case Ne Jerse hat there 

is more than o purpose for a 
demand for particular The 
courts have refused to order par- 
ticular here the information 
was equally within the know- 

>| ledge of the demanding party 
|The courts actually have con- 


fused the effect with the purpose 
iown the fol- 


purpose ol 


and they have set 
being the 


bill of particulars: 


1OW1nNg as a 


1. To amplify the opponent’s 
pleading in order 





prepare a 
proper pleading in reply. 

2. To limit the opponent 
proof at the trial 

3. To apprise the adversary of 
what is intended to be proved at 
trial so that the latter may pro- | 
perly prepare his defense there- 
to 

It should be observed that it is 
not one of the purposes of a bill 
of particul ) obtain informa- 
ion which is pecuiarly within 
he knowledge the other 
party. This the primary - 
ion of interrogatories 





Section 2:27 


145 } 
7-165 of t 


provides: 


“After actior at issue eithe: 
party 1 erve on the ad- 
verse pal whether a natural 
person or a corporation, writ- 
ten interrogatories upon any 
matter material] to the issue 

Written answers to the inter- 
rogatories shall be served with- 
n ten day er service of the 
interroga i¢ The answers 
shall be ider oath and shall 
be s responsive to the 





interrogatories. 
The court or a judge may, f 
good cause shown and on no- 


or 


I 


tice to the adverse party, or- 
der any of the interrogatories 


to be struck out or amended or 


new ones added, or grant 
further time for answering, or 
order or permit the answers 


to be amended.” 
The case of Watkins v. Cope, 


| tiff's 


oe | 


him. Defendant served interrog- 
atories upon plaintiff. These in- 
terrogatories. were divided into 
four classes: 

1. Those directed to plaintiff's 
place of reSitence then and in 
the past, his business, and fam- 


It has also been held in the 
case of Neske v. Burns, 8 NJ. 
Misc. 160, and in many other de- 
cisions by our courts that in- 
formation can be obtained by 
interrogatories when it is pecu- 
liarly within the knowledge of 


ily relations. the adversary and is _ neces- 

2. Circumstances leading up to|Sary to help a party in sus- 
the alleged exclusion from the|taining his burden of proof, 
inn, plaintiff's arrival at his inn,|that is, to obtain evidence to 
why he went there, his previous|@Ssist him. The court in that 


case also commented that the 
rule permitting interrogatories, 
having as its object the preven- 
tion of surprise at the trial, will 
be liberally construed. 

In the case of Rosseter v. Far- 
rier, 18 N.J. Misc. 355, being an 
action in tort against two de- 
fendants, H & F, for damages 
for personal injuries, defendant 
H alleged contributory negli- 
gence in that plaintiff: 

1. Neglected to take proper 
precautions for his own safety; 

2. Failed to make observation 


visits and acquaintances there. 

3. Details of plaintiff's dam- 
age by reason of the alleged ex- 
clusion, the time of leaving de- 
fendant’s house, where he went, 
what transportation he used, and 
what persons refused to associ- 
ate with or give credit to plain- 
tiff as a result of said words. 

4. Names and addresses of 
witnesses that plaintiff will call 
to prove the slanderous words. 

The court held that as to in- 
terrogatories one and two if de- 
fendant had specifically pleaded 





justification, he would have been| for others lawfully upon the 
entitled to answers to said in-| highway; 
3. Carelessly, negligently, and 


recklessly exposed himself to the 
risk; 

4. Was in divers other respects 
guiity of negligence. 

Plaintiff served defendant H 
with the interroga- 
tories: 


| 

| terrogatories (except as to plain- 
| tiff’s business) because’ they 
| would be relevant to prove plain- 


immorality, as defendant 
may have been able to show that 
| Plaintiff was a gambler, a thief 
|drunk, or engaged in some un- 


| lawful immoral 


following 


or occupation. 


| Howe ver, defendant! having fail- 1.In what manner was the 
led tc plead justification, those}| accident due to the sole negli- 
| interrogatories are irrelevant to| gence of plaintiff? 

he issue. As to information con-| 2- In what manner did plain- 


tiff neglect to take proper 


cautions for his own safety? 
3. In 


1g plaintiff's busi pre- 


interrogatories covered by 


1€SS, 


anda 














ic iss three above, they are not what respect was it the 
|proper as interrogatories being| @uty and wherein did the plain- 
merely demands for particulars,| 7,7 “7 P 
nny ari ' I ses | ‘Continued on page 7, col. 2) 

1 lor interrogatories may not be} 

; 

|made to perform the office of RWW J 
| . : , 

}a bill of particulars. As to class 


Z Z 
ZMortgage Money, 


OW —E#o$B*hbF lon 


| four, the interrogatories are im- 


WN 


WH 


|proper as they are intended} Available Z 
}merely to obtain the names of | 

| the other party’s witnesses. Be -| —— Z 
| Sides what has already been said, | Ninety Years of Service 4 
the court declared that inter- —_——o——— 


ORANGE SAVINGS 
BANK 


rogatories should not be used for 
the mere purpose of prying into 
|} the case of one’s adversary. The 





AMAA 


| Watkins case has been very of- Main and South Day Streets 
ten cited by our courts with ap] Orange, N. J. 
graves Z QW OW “=Bg 








A Complete Investigation Service 


SUTTON-CASHIN BUREAU 


Joseph M. Cashin, Manager 


17 ACADEMY ST., NEWARK, N. J. MA 3-2866-7 


BONDED 











ccrsion of Wills | 
N:. 


continually to recommend to their clients that 
the \ 


MOREIMPORTANT DUTY 


torneys and corporate fiduciaries than 


review their estate plans in the light of 
changing economic and social forces. 

The drafting of legal instruments is the 
On pertaining to 
the business and investment problems of estate 


lawyer's business. matters 
management and planning, this institution has 
had long experience. 

The Fidelity Union Trust Company be- 
lieves that co-operation in serving best the in- 
terests of mutual clients should be the common 
purpose of both members of the bar and trust 














is improper 
Ac D irposes of trial, the | it appeared that the facts con- | 
akeiiaee plaintiff's claim tuting the cancellation or| 
d ands made in said|termination by the plaintiff} 
+ he court’s decision as|were equally within his know- | 
as follows |ledge: the same applies as to the | 
he. particulars respecting | '4c 4 waiver. Furthermore, 
. inn and extent of the in- | the demand as to numbers 1 and 
it ned to have been sus- | 2 ire objectionable in so far as 
It endant is entitled to | he iSK for the names ol iri 
stru fic information than | nesses present, as being an at-; 
ad g¢ th in the complaint mpt to obtain disclosure of de- | 
} lant vas entitled to endant’s evidence As to the | 
ie relating to disability, | failure of defendant to complete | 
fered by plaintiff by |the contract because of circum-} 
he injuries 1 beyond control, the cir- | 
¢ F } va en F ( ance be peculiarly | 
tion S Oo expense [ I ki ee of defend- 
; 1 treatment and hos- the circumstances should be | 
“ e, and as to the iden- detail. Then the court] 
de yhysician who rend- Howeve ybtainin 
rice. eve th } Cc ed natilo once! a 
nforma hap é 11m t given in} 
he name d adc aiding der to pre- | 
; ai ness ! e the answering pleading, is| 
: Ai iV ! he sole function of a de- 
¢ d fo 2 bill of partic- na Ife Dll particulars: it 
‘a d be refused where to apprise the demanding 
mt re equally or exclu-| pa! what his ypponent will 
ra beanie the knowledge of|pro at the trial so that the 
caheil ling party. (Ditmars|@emanding party can be pre- 
mical Corporation, 16| pared to combat the proof.” Al- 
1 The ‘latter- jt 2h the court’s opinion is not 
Bai Supreme Court t | tu hi t seems the 
eS f a contract |court then ordered the defend- 
dy idant’s defense | ar to give the particulars re- 
, ff cancelled 1d| quested as to numbers 1 and 2 
the contract |above ¢ ept in so far as they 
B tiff waived the pro-| called names ritnesses 
‘ertain paragraph in | present 
' t; and It should be observed in said 
Etl s attempted in| Ditm case that one of the de- 
to perform, but were| mands was to furnish a copy of 
from performing by|the cancellation and termination 
the contract, and the court’s 
does not mention this} 
} e of the case. However, if 
s the court did order such a copy 
Ba oe furnished perhaps erred 
so doing, as improper to 
F ask oO iterrogatories for the 
producti books, records, 
E 
potent YOUR PROBLEM TODAY 
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supra, was a suit for damages al- 
leging defendant refused plain- 
tiff admission to his public inn 
and that defendant slandered 
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BONDED 2-464 


Hanus Detective Agency 
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LEGAL NOTICES 





(Chancery B-255) 

































































SHERIFF'S SALE—in Chancery of New| SHEKI : * 
ersey Between Hiome Owners Loan ' 
Corporation ! rporate of the i K 
United States I 1 und )=6 Joh i f 
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erican Bar Bill To 
slate Board Practice 
Is Introduced 


‘men Of House, Senate 
jciary Committees Lend 
cir Prestige to Measure 
ton, (CCNS) — Under 
zuished sponsorship of 
ntative Hatton W. Sum- 


end Senator Pat an 




















Bills Of Particulars 


(Continued from page 5) 





tiff fail in such duty to make ob- 
servations others 
upon the highway? 

4. How did plaintiff carelessly 
expose himself to risk? 


for 


plaintiff guilty of negligence? 


The court refused to order de- 




















lawfully 


5. In what other respects was 





Asbury Park District Court 

The regular sessions will be 
continued throughout tHe sum- 
mer. 

Atlantic City District Court 

The regular schedule will be 
continued throughout the sum- 
mer. 


Boonton District Court 




















¢ McCarr fendant to answer said interrog- 
respectively of the|]atories (except number one) on| NO trials from July 3 to Au- 
nd Senate judiciary |the ground that the information | gUSt 7. Regular schedule will be 
the American Bar| soueht is not necessarv for the| Tesumed August 7. 
hyoatiges pose ad eon : a — a ie hg ne Camden District Court 
fense and not part of plaintiff's Trials every Tuesday, Wed- 
wa P Seese . -....._,.,.. |nesday and Thursday during 
ities i pies D caine nrormation | yuly. Return days—every Wed- 
e association’s an-|requested, the court went on, oe 
ae ° é ; nesday. 
e problem of hi to | seeks to pry into the case of the . 
play ir 1e proced-|defendant. As ) interrogatory | Clifton District Court 
federal age es, bu- | number defendant H argued; fTrjal and return days, July 
or rspiaguatir per because! 13th and 27th, August 10th and 
idicial review of ad- ff havine eged negli-|24th. Regular schedule resumes 
ative findings € € ) defends F pre im~- | September 7 
Purposes of Measure j at ist have ledge there- ee 
‘ed by a committee head- | b he irt held tl this East Orange District Court 
Sylvester C. St Jr., | pt nption may or ma not be| No trials from July 15 to Au- 

N. J ree easul | P c ) event a gust 17 

ima secure | knowledge possessed by H as to| Regu schedule resumes Au- 

yublic informa -|the ne ence of F ral-| gust 17 

iministr: ne 1} nethen e pl Se Return da during vacatior 

y requir d- | against F and therefore tiff | period will be July 28 

nearings SnMnal € ted the | f this > : : 

}. : East Rutherford District Court 

and decisi € a it . 

. manne : a fembe +} diffi- Last trial nd return date 

‘ on evi- | dete : ne an| August 3 

roume nc i to} a : ne First trial date. September 7 
-a é " p It ‘i, First return date, Sept. 14. 
any : ; the test o Elizabeth District Court 
eee ’ mph ') No trials during July and Au- 
: : ” Ye! gust. Regular schedule resume: 
: 1a exer . September 12. Return days will 
‘ . ‘3 — be J l! August 2. 16 and 
= rege the ;, poune 30. Tenancies will be returnable 
es and r | the If the|and heard on Wednesdays 
stateme! -ja ( questio1 n the 
0] Al 9 1 | affirma the at- | Englewood District Court 
law and opinl S r mpt » p but the Regular hedu Jul 
ffecting e | nee he 1e interrogatory | Court ed us 
quired ) g. In eee 

The b % ee Hackensack District Court 

ire agencies t 7 ¢ ne re ata | Regular schedule will be con- 

neral releases the | name Ss ee ued July 28th. No trial 

ister. It is a ro- | id tas : luring August. Regular schedule 
10 agen di-] As t ; me resumes September 8tl 
indirectly. e pub- é asking r informa Hoboken District Court 
ig advers on ) deman ded orn Tri July 13 and 27. Ni 
produc mmod- o€ ‘ ial : Auvust. 
private a ' ques d€ 2 days Thursday of each 
. F é veek ) to Aug 24. Regular 
pds ; z 2 4 schedule resumes September 13 
b] do -!to limi 1e’s 7 
maries : oni. Irvington District Court 
arties con- ling. « ' og ae 7 date fter Lab 
f $1 eg id f lay. J 14 except for Commer- 
es a improp- al calend ast . . , 
urisdiction. jer t ake the}?! & } 
‘Making Procedure =P Disc : Vee 
eile..mabk = held T eaa Sat- 
B4 4 a akin Pick, _ ory | 
of proposed ANNOUNCEMENT Jersey City Ist District Court | 
d rec S e Ir g Dir annou he Trial and motions ever | 
fford erested | removal iN 2 North! thursday during J d Au-| 
adec ty | De Ss Eng d, where} uct. 
its 0 a oe 

e, to Says Innocent Would Prefer 

st : Beuonsteles | Military To a Civil 

ta: eatin Court Trial 

esentat t : - Milwaukee Wis., CCNS 
2 t at rn ear- z 208 | Brig. Gen. James E. Morrisette, 

Washington, Assistant Judge 
provides for b s . Advocate General in charge of 

d informal hearings 2 ett military justice, told the Wis- 

added provision t tg nfg. Baking)|Consin Bar Association at its 

hall have authority t 127 convention here that despite the 
eclaratory orders to term- ah vice - 9 ‘stern provisions of the military 
2 controversy or : : ‘ ae law, an innocent person might 
as to the va 5 $ : 5326:| prefer a court martial to a civil 
tion of an administra- | wr : 70 7 court trial. 

r order. It provides] £12 = Fears that military justice 
€ principles of evidence | yan 277 I are unnecessarily severe and 
gnized in judicial pro-| §; z ch 1b, Kanf-] Un-American are due to unfam- 

“28 of an equitable nature . - iliarity with the system, said 
Dply cision and grant such relief as|Gen Morrisette. Differences be- 
© act also provides for a/right and justice may demand|tween the military and civil 
* review of any of thejin full conformity with this act|codes are more apparent than 
78 decisions where a ques- ]|and all other applicable law.” real, and despite its unusual 
law is presented and All the proposed procedures| features, the court martial as- 
1€ reviewing court “plen- |are now in effect in some of the|sures the accused a fair trial, 
hority to render such de- agencies. 7 he added. 


Jersey City 2nd District Court 


Trials and motions every Wed- 
nesday during July and August. 


Linden District Court 
Return and trial days, July 12, 
19, 26. No court in’ August. Reg- 
ular schedule resumes Septem- 
ber 6th. 


Long Branch District Court 

Trial and return days during 
July and August will be Fridays 
only. 

Montelair District Court 
No trials during July and Au- 

gust. 

Motions will be heard Wed- 
nesdays and Fridays up to July 
28. Regular sessions will be re- 
sumed September 6. 

Morristown District Court 
Last court day and trial day-- 
uly 27, 1944. 

First court day and trial day 
after vacation September 7, 
1944. 

Clerk’s Office will be open on 
and after August 21st. 

Newark Ist District Court 

July—Tuesdays, 

Wednesdays, 
tions. 

August 


motions. 


trials. 
trials and mo- 


Thursdays, trials and 


Newark 2nd District Court 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 











July—Thursdays and Fridays, 
trials and motions. 
ist—Thursday, August 17, 
enancile 


New Brunswick District Court 
] on Thursdays 
No court dur- 


Court will sit 
during July. 
A 


AR USL. 


Passaic District Court 
Trial and return days will be 


July 12th and 26th, August 9th 
and 30th. Regular schedule 
September 13th. 


re- 
Paterson Ist District Court 
Trials July 6, 20, August 3, 17 
31. Regular schedule re- 
September 7. 


and 
sumes 
Paterson 2nd District Court 
Trials July 11, 25, August 8 
and 22. Regular sessions resume 
September 6. 
Perth Amboy District Court 
Trial days—Wednesdays only 
du July. No court in August. 
days Wednes- 


every 


Ret 


DISTRICT COURT SUMMER SCHEDULES 


Ridgewood District Court 
No trials in the month of Au- 
gust. First return day is Septem- 
ber 6. 


Somerville District Court 

Trial and return days will be 
July 12th and 26th, August 9th 
and 23rd. Regular sessions re- 
sume September 6th. 


Summit District Court 
Trial and return dates, July 
13th and 27th, August 10th and 


24th. Regular schedule resumes 
September 7th. 


Trenton District Court 


The regular schedule will con- 
tinue except that no tort ac- 
tions will be tried during July 
and August. 

Union City District Court 

Trial days—July 11, 25 and 
August 10. 

Return days—July 
August 3 and 10. 

Regular sessions resume Sep- 
tember 7. Clerk’s Office will be 
closed from August 18 to Sep- 
tember 5. 


11, 18, 25, 


Union District Court 
Special trials will be held 
only, by consent of the judge 





and parties. Return days—every 
Thursday. Regular schedule re- 
sumes after Labor day. 
Warren Ist Judicial 
District Court 
At Phillipsburg 
July 6, 13, 27 
At Belvidere 
July 20 & Aug 


Aug. 3, and 10. 

iT. 
Westwood District Court 

Return days August 8, 2: 


Regular tr 


lal Wii 








New York and New Jersey 
Bank & Insurance Stocks 
Building & Loan Shares 

Mortgage Certificates 
KOELLNER & GUNTHER, Inc. 
31 Clinton St., Newark 2, N. J. 

Telehone MArket 3-0190 








APPRAISALS 


Every Court and Judicial 
Tribunal, as well as in 
Inheritance Matters, our 
appraisals are accepted. 
For more than half a cen- 
} tury our own records are 























Plainfield District Court complete. 
Trial days—July 12th 26th | ; : 
1d August 2nd '| Louis Schlesinger Company 
Re C E we We ese | 
Pee . | Essex Bldg., Newark 2, N. J. 
: ed es | MArket 2-6500 
Septen 13 
7 A 
AN APPRAISAL— 
Is More Than a “Piece of Paper” 
Any layman can glance at a property and write on a piece of 
paper his guess as to its value. Institutions, trustees and 
investors owe it to themselves and their clients to investigate 
the background of the appraisers they employ. 
Tel. BAyonne 3-5373 Tel. Lambert 3-3636 
Seymour Agency, Inc. JOSEPH R. LAMBERT 
REALTORS REAL ESTATE - INSURANCE 
9 West 8th St., Bayonne, N. J. iets Phat ig Aislin 
GEORGE SEYMOUR LAMBERT BUILDING 
Member American Institute 22 Church St., Paterson, N. J. 


























LAW PRIN 


Specialists 





CASES AND BRIEFS ON APPEAL 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 
New Jersey Divisiow of 
PANDICK PRESS, INC. 


71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK, N. Z. 
Te.ePHons MARKET 3-4994 


TERS 
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: SUMMER MOTION SCHEDULE, 1944 


County Courts a Supreme Court 
DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY To accommodate the Bar in matters of emergency that ;. 
see0 SCHEDULE OF MOTION DAYS |immediate attention during the summer months, the Just 

July 7—Judge William A. Smith July 21 Judge Edwin C Caffrey FOR SUMMER, 1944 the Supreme Court will be available according to the f 
ESSEX COUNTY COMMON PLEAS NEWARK schedule. Motions within the category above mentioned ; 

HON. W. STANLEY NAUGHRIGHT Monday, July 10th heard on each Monday, at 9:30 A. M., at the places respe 

Monday, July 17th fixed. Other appearances must be by specific appointment. y; 
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ESSEX COUNTY SUPREME AND CIRCUIT 





Thursday, July 6—Special Sessions Trials (Fr Pleaders of 6/26) 


Monday July 2 hearings in certiorari matters will be had. 
Monday, July 10—Pleas (Trials July 19) Motions-Appeals-Misc. nomen ped se . h Rule 23 Ce 
Tuesday, July 11—S S Trials (From Pleaders of 7/5) cay * : July 3 to 8 Chief Justice Brogan Chambers, 15 Exchano. 2*™?> de 


Monday, August 7th by the o 







































































Wednesday, July 12 -S S Trials Continued ae Monday. August 14th Jersey City aoe 
Monday, rae 17—Pleas (Trials July 26) Motions-Appeals-Misc Monday August Sat July 10 to 15 Justice Parker Mon. at Court House, ys may the 
Tuescay, uly 18—Orphans Court i eek ae Bal f week lan 
Monday. August 28th alance of week, Cha; | 
Wednesday, July 19—S S Trials (From Pleaders of 7/10 piss ' 6} Souths Ot! Stacia 
Thursday, July 20—Sentences ree oo ee ee eee : i diag 
2 5 HON DANIEL, J. BRENNAN Saturday, July 8th July 17 to 22 Justice Case Chambers, Somerville qualifi 
~. AL L e LaWAN ARAL + ‘ vy. Ju , 15th r2 0 2 Jus . St: a a : : 

Monday, July 24—Pleas-Motions-Appeals-Misc Saturea; J ily 15th July 24 to 29 J sorcne Bodine State House Annex, Trgipality 
Tuesday, July 25—S S Trials iene sae: Se July 31 to Aug.5 Justice Donges Court House Annex, C,qgpunicipa 
Wednesday, July 26—S S Trials continued CAMDEN Aug. 7 to 12 Justice Heher State House Annex, Trqgo—4 VO! 
Monday, = July 31—Pleas-Motions-Appeals-Misc. ena sek Aug.14to19 Justice Perskie Chambers, Guarantee ype O11" 
Tuesday, August 1—S S Trials riday, AUSUSE Lol Bldg.. Atlantic Cit: ly resi¢ 
Wednesday, oes : An — sangre ii Common Pleas Court Aug. 21 to 26 Justice Porter Mon. at Court House | sil 
ay g as-] ns-Appeals-Misc. : ' ; ‘ed from 
— pi 3S ppt e a a Orphans’ Court and Motions Balance of week, Char eo 

bg esa pea Sai “a July 12th—Judge Roberson | 46 Church St., Montcag@?° | 
. neiace one Sentences : 14. Ne 
ednesday, AUgUs enue gel July 26th—Judge Duffy | Aug.28toSept.2 Justice Colie Mon. at Court House a. . 
Thursday, August 10-—-Miscellaneous con ti,.Sealinny Teadibe nome ae use, } sen 

HON. RICHARD HARTSHORNE ee een - d alance of week, Cha Ward 


Aug. 23rd—Judge Roberson 
Sept. 6th—Judge Roberson 


First National Bank RB 


Tuesday, August 15—10 A. M. - Orphans Court 
J Millburn 


2 P. M. - Pleas 
Wednesday, August 16—Motions-Appeals-Misc 


For “Comm on Pleas Civil 








| 
| 
Criminal Court | 


July 19th—Judge Ziegener SURROGATE'S NOTIC en 
















































































or call for messenger 28, August 11 and August 25. 


Thursday, August 17—Sentences-Special Sessions auc. Snd.Sudee Sienoner motions call Mr. James Shaw, - de 
Friday, August 18—Appeals-Special Sessions aon 16th Tud vd zie a ae Secretary to Judge Joseph A. . 
™ ] , i g U Juage legene , 
Tuesday, August 22—-Pleas-Motions-Appeals-Misc hace soth catia. Mein Delaney, Sherwood 2-1210 for 
Wednesday, August 23—Special Sessions-Appeals i “s : wbiprin at special hearing. x E 
Thursday, August 24—Special Sessions-Appeals ‘Criminal, Orphans’ Court and | a \ 
Friday August 25—Special Sessions Accusations Motions 
la ; Sant 12¢} . _ ~ > sh. A | 
Tuesday, August 29—Pleas-Motions-Appeals-Misce Sept. 13th—Judge s Duffy, Rob SALEM COURTS 
Wednesday, August 30—-Special Sessions-Appeals erson & Ziegener Circuit Court Jucge Samuel M | 
Court available in chambers, on notice, on other days <a Shay will hear motions ever : a 
HON. DALLAS FLANNAGAN ences COUNTY Friday at Camden at 10 A. M. | “a: 
Tuesday, September 5—Pleas-Special Sessions oe ’ ; : Common Pleas motions will be| 7 
Wednesday, September 6—Special Sessions ¢ ircuit Cour wt dge A Dayton heard by Judge S. Rusling Leap | ; ' ; 
Thursday, September 7—Special Sessions Oliphant ae eee Ran carcass Poa on Thursday of each week LEGAL NOTICE 
Monday, September 11—Pleas-Motions-Appeals-Misc. Matters Trenton oan 14 and ry rig a ith 
: : . ‘ . n t New Brunswick on Au- 
Tuesday, September 12—Orphans Court — ee —s SOMERSET COUNTY a ) 
Wednesday, September 13— Special Sessions -_ — vit] 
y, al Slor ; a on Circuit Court Judge J. W 
Thursday, September 14—Sentence Common Pleas motions will be intine ; will sit a . mugger Tat 
ee. abe heard by Judge Frank S. Katzen- | “¢Y@en will sit lor motions at ; a9 
ATLANTIC COU NTY CAMDEN COUNTY bach III every Friday during Hackensack on July 7, August 4 ) 
. I ) tulvy. No motion days in August. | 224 September 8. : 
Circuit Court Judge Albert © Circuit Court Judge Samuel M.]°')- * ee Cc Pleas Judge Georg tion of this Stat a 
Burling will hear motions at At- | 5®ay will hear motions on Fri- — beret peg Mintassey gece euated al ain reside 
ng ll ar! wedoteal Ow rte W. Allgair will hear Orphan’s|'* | , 
lantic City at 10:00 A. M. on e ; on MIDDLESEX COUNTY Court and Common Pleas Court x the ag ‘ 
ymmmon “aS motions will be viteitbine ss st 
July 7th and 14th, August 25th | Svea gr venee a ‘ mote “ Circuit Court Judge A. Dayton| matters on July 14 and 28, Au- ia 
sar by Juage artnolomew J : ae as S aaa oe 9c - mn 
ind September Ist an anes oes ed ea a Taiy | Oliphant will hear motions at}gust 11 and 25. Regular sched- e 
| Scenes on Brigays Curing “WY: | Prenton, July 14 and August 25, | ule will resume September 8. subiies 
Te and at New Brunswick on Au- —— — “weds “i sais 
BERGEN COUNTY rr — MAY cou yo . Cann oe UNION COUNTY +r ugh ellere 
. a a ircuit ourt Judge Albert E. ' sont t uch 
Circuit Court Judge J. Wallace Bur 80 will hear i ae asl = Common Pleas motions will be Circuit Court Judge Frank L 
Leyden will hear motions at} jantic City on July 7th on , 14th heard every Friday Cleary will hear motions July 
P bATLUIC LUN bhwtiy #011 ANG i il ; , I1ct noust 1th ntem.- 
Hackensack on July 7, August 4] Auecust 25th and September Ist Civil Trials in Common Pleas 21 " August 11th and Septem 
. : ° ‘ ’ aie oer Ist. > 
and September 8 | Common Pleas Judge French |commenced June 19. 
Common Pleas Judge Herman |B. Loveland will sit for motions . pw oe ae scnedule ‘ 
ae a i oe i and non jury trials every Wed- pees oe ee fort tains a 
Vanderwart will hold Orphan's) ) 4.4, excent August 9th and MONMOUTH COUNTY | Judge McGrath I A. BROPHY nog 
Court on July 6 and 20, and hear | 23rd Circuit Court Judge Robert V. July 6—1:30 P M. Criminal] J t - 1942 ft 
motions on July 7 . Kinkead will hear motions at] Matters E ided 
Common Pleas Judge A. Dem- CUMBERLAND COL NTY | Freehold mn July 7 and Septem! yiy 7—9:30 A. M. Orphans’ MEXICAN LAWYE and fro 
arest Del Mar will hold Orphan's Circuit Court motions will wad te er 15, at 10 A. M | Court, etc regperagett ne Um 
heat very Friday at Camden| ‘ommo! leas udge James} , ‘ er . — Registered wit wre ee: R O 
Court on Aucust 24. and will he , ~ .- : : Ay - d - , ( . ae : ( Plea Joo Jame July 20—1:30 P M. Criminal J ROE 
at 10:00 A. M. by Judge Samuel] Edwar rht will hear motions Pre ‘A g 
motions on August 28 M. Shav | buenas » at 1:30 Matters, etc. LORENZO . 4 a 
M. Shay | Ju August 10 at 1:30) 51. 919:30 A. M. Orphans’|| 149 BROADWAY, NEW Yous 3° S 
: Common Pleas motions will be} Pp, M.. and Orphan's Court mat- Cc aoa as oe arte — Fr 1933 to 
y ormneene gveumresmes , » Bria d ourt etc. ! ay 71-4796 
BURLINGTON COUNTY heard every Friday at 10:00 A.M./ters July 13 and August 10 at . | BArclay 7-4 
Circuit Court trials will con-|2¢ Bridgeton by Judge Solve/10 A.M A 10 re %g iminal nt 
Ty Aug 0—1: . M. Criminé 4-1 
tinue to the end of June. Mo- | *+¥S° Se afatters —_ s - \ a. p 
: - Matters - 
tions will be heard at Atlantic aera a . MORRIS COUNTY Auc. 11—9 M rphans’ MEXICAN ATS 
City by Judge Albert E. Burling GLOUCESTER | c Cc tin il) Aug. 11—9:30 A. M. Orphans Registered with Meri 3 ci 
Z : mat Thdoe 1 oft ircuit yurt motions Will be ‘ourt ete Gr r Ls 4 
on July 7th and 14th, August ——— B. Woods will si > rd by Judge J. Wallace om eS Or ostoen lamigre ’ ¥ 
25th and September ist for ilar Common Pleas;*“er “7 wm st ca - ~~" | Aug. 24—1:30 P. M. Crimina: and 
pened, ~ - i bi siness on July 17th. 19th and | der at Hackensack, on July ‘,] Matters ete Luis Rojas ie la Te has | 
A+} i} August 4 and September 8 | : 50 East 42nd Street N. 4 
Supreme and U. 8. District - ; | p : Aug. 25—9:30 A. M. Orphans | MUrray Hill 2-073 “ 
YY } > Ss ) ns W ) ~ j 7 e 
JUDGMENT SEARCHING || ees } Comm ~ | Court 
AND ABSTRACTING HUDSON COUNTY rd by Jude Albert H. Hol- 
ALL TRENTON SERVICES | Supreme and Circuit Courts | lar don July 7 and 21, and Au- ee anne el 
W. Coe McKeeby | Judge Brown, July 25th je st 4 and 18 \ 
24 Branford Piace, Newark, N. J Judge Brown, August 15th yt 
Tel. MArket 3-4232 - 4233 REE RA mE re 
| Judge Ackerson, S p oun PASSAIC COUNTY 
_ r Y + Circuit Court motions will be 
a’ y 2 ho is 
EXPERT LAW PRINTERS eard Monday, July 10 and Mon- ; ae ale 
4 4 . + c - A eHAiind - rk bel nN 
; , BRIEF rn September 11 at Paterson. “ cpio samspade _ v 
"oe ‘e re } IS our UFS = , com ny e x sively in tne examina- es 
We are ready to RUSH your BR Orphan's Court matters will ’ geen egy Begala Penn a 
Send or mail copy to New York office bf heard July 13, July 14, July : (Geeta e - 





LAWYERS TITLE GUARANTY COMPAN'E min. ay 
OF NEW JERSEY ~aiatel) 

A New Jersey Corporation—ORGANIZED 1927—Serving New /e°! ; 
7 NELSON PLACE opp. Essex County Holl of Records NEWARK, N.? 
Mitchell 2-7875 Rates on Request 





#} PATENT YOURIDEA 


: Tue (ourt Press... er ead 
130 CEDAR STREET, NEW YORK coMDviCe (ae : 
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| REctor 2-2544 FREE crreccomt PATENT ewaincER 


U. S. Pat. Off. records searched 
DAY OR men. = for ANY Invention or Trade Mark 























